District of Columbia Office of Zoning
Appeal Case Number: BZATmp20782
Application/Appeal Date: May 4, 2022
Hearing Date: Sepiember 21, 2022

MOTION TO CONTINUE/RESCHEDULE HEARING

COMES NOW, CAROL HOWELL, through the undersigned Counsel, and requests that the hearing
in this case currently set for September 21, 2022 be continued and rescheduled. For cause, Ms. Howell
states as follows:

1. Ms. Howell appealed the Zoning Administrator's (Matthew Le Grant} email decision to
grant a request for minor flexibility after reviewing the email inquiry and attachments submitted to Mr.
Le Grant for review by Richard Holowchak, Contractor for construction of a rear addition at 316 2™
Street, 5E, Washington, D.C. (Le Grant Email Attached)

2. For months, through The Zoning Administrator’s Office, Ms. Howell has attempted to
obtain copies of the email, with attachments, submitted by Mr. Holowchak for review. Ms. Howell has
also submitted a FOIA Request for the email, and accompanying attachments, correspondence, and
documents. This email, with attachments/correspondence and documents are the crux of Ms. Howell's
appeal, and are necessary evidence to be presented to the board reviewing this matter.

3. Months ago these documents were also requested from the Cargills (owners of 316 2™

Street, SE}, and from their prior Counsel, Mr. Sullivan. They have never been provided. The email,
attachments, which Mr. Le Grant reviewed and approved, and correspondence are needed for Ms.
Howell’s expert’s review, prior to testimony. They are needed for this Board to review in making their
decision.

4, Ms. Howell was advised yesterday by the D.C. FOIA Office that the estimated delivery
date for FOIA Request No. 2022-FOIA-08937 is September 19, 2022, less than two days before the

scheduled hearing. She was also advised that this date may not be met, More time may be necessary.
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5. Because Holowchak’s email, attachments, and correspondence are crucial to the
hearing, and because they have not been provided by the Zoning Administrator’s Office, or others after
numerous request, both by phone and in writing, it is in the interest of justice, and proper review that
this hearing be continued and reset for a date and time after Ms. Howell’s receipt of the email from Mr.
Holowchak to Mr. Le Grant with all attachments, and all correspondence between Mr. Holowchak and
the Zoning Administrator’s Office concerning the rear addition to be constructed on 316 2" Street, S.E.,
Washington, D.C.

WHEREFORE, it is respectfully requested that this matter be continued and rescheduled.

Respectfully submitted,
David F. Hall - 441229
Attorney for Carol Howell
10 G Street, NE, Suite 600
Washington, D.C. 20002

{202) 246-6629
dfosterhall@gmail.com




On Auc @, 2027 atd 13 PM. DCRA Cusiomer Secvice <deracs @dce.gov> wiote:
G acracs @ gc.gov:
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Dear Richard Holowchak, m\mn. < Owu;r.k we -
il |
Thank you far contacting the Office of the Zoning Administrator {OZA) within the Department of Consumer and Regulatory Atfairs (DCRA). | amin m ?nw
i

receipt of your inquiry which has been submitted to me for review and follow up. | have determined that, after reviewing your email and attachmenis
asking for minor flexibitity for construction at 316 2nd St SE under 11 DCMR Section A-304.3, the following:

Sublect Zone BF-3 .
Type of Canstruction: Rear addition/exiznsion of the second and third floors
Requestad Relie!: Excesds lot occuparncy

Standad and Citation, 80% maximurn lunit as per Section £-504.1

Flexihihty Raguested: 27%°

Based or ihe infarmation you provided, the requested flexibility is at the limit of the 2% allowance for area requirements, and i find, in accordance
with Section A-304.3 (&)-(f) that:

a) The light ard air available o neighbonng properties shall not be unduly affected as: The minor increase of iot occupancy of the one foot extension
is minimal. )

By fvacy of :wmmjg:jm properties shali not be unduly compromised as: The proposed extension will not have windows facing adiacent
propertics on the sides so it is uniikely to affect privacy. ’

c) The leve! ol noise in the neighborhood shail not be unduly increased because: The slight overage in fof occupancy is minimai,

d) The use and enjoyment of neighboring properties shall not be unduly compromised because: The shght increase i jot occupancy is unlixely to i
have any effecl

e} No reas which would oiherwise be protected by this title or other District of Columbia regulaiion. would be damaged or removed because: No
trees are proposed 10 be removed.,

fi The general scale and paitern of buildings on the subject street frontage and the neighborhinod will be maintained, consistent with the development
standards of DUMR Title 11, as: The constriction for the slight overage in lot occupancy is at the rear of the propenty.

Accordingly. you may proceed with an application and site this communication thai documents the granting of the requested minor flexibility.
Thanks again for submitting your inguir, and please let me know if you have any additional questions or concerns.

Regards.
Matthew Le Grant
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Zoning Aciminisirator L .l%f
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